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nication system. During operation, the system receives, at a
first antenna, estimated channel state information (CSI) at
least one channel between the first antenna and at least one
second antenna. The system obtains antenna correlation
information associated with the first antenna and the second
antenna, respectively. The system further calculates a set of
noise terms associated with random noise for the at least one
channel, and optimizes a configuration of beamformers for
the first antenna and the at least one second antenna that
maximizes a throughput of all antennas, in accordance with
the estimated CSI, the obtained antenna correlation informa-
tion, and the noise terms.
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1
ROBUST TRANSCEIVER DESIGN

RELATED APPLICATION

This application claims the benefit of U.S. Provisional
Application No. 61/539,844, entitled “Robust Transceiver
Design” by inventors Zhi-Quan Luo, Mohammadhadi
Baligh, and Aaron Callard, filed 27 Sep. 2011.

BACKGROUND

1. Field

This disclosure is generally related to transceiver design.
More specifically, this disclosure is related to designing a
robust transceiver using imperfect channel state information
(CSD.

2. Related Art

Multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO) systems have tre-
mendous potential in increasing the average throughput in
cellular wireless communication systems. The performance
gain in channel capacity, reliability, and spectral efficiency in
single user (point-to-point) MIMO (SU-MIMO) systems has
spurred the inclusion of SU-MIMO in various cellular and
wireless communication standards. In cellular networks
where spectrum scarcity/cost is a major concern, the ability to
reuse spectrum resources is critically important. Such sys-
tems, however, have to deal with the additional problem of
inter-cell interference which does not exist in simple point-
to-point systems. Interference is becoming one of the major
bottlenecks limiting the throughput in wireless communica-
tion networks.

Traditionally, the problem of interference has been dealt
with through careful planning and (mostly static) radio
resource management. With the widespread popularity of
wireless devices following different wireless communication
standards, the efficacy of such interference avoidance solu-
tions is fairly limited. Indeed, major standardization bodies
are now including explicit interference coordination strate-
gies in the latest standards. In particular, multiple-input mul-
tiple-output (MIMO) Interference Channel (MIMO-IFC)
models communication channels having multiple transmit-
ter-receiver pairs, each equipped with multiple antennas. In a
MIMO-IFC, each transmitter transmits independent data
streams to its intended receiver while causing interference to
others. To reduce interference and to maximize system
throughput, one approach is to design linear beamformers
using channel state information (CSI). In practice, however,
perfect CSI is not available at the transmitter side due to the
estimation and quantization errors.

SUMMARY

One embodiment of the present invention provides a sys-
tem for maximizing throughput in a communication system.
During operation, the system receives, at a first antenna,
estimated channel state information (CSI) for at least one
channel between the first antenna and at least one second
antenna. The system obtains antenna correlation information
associated with the first antenna and the second antenna,
respectively. The system further calculates a set of noise
terms associated with random noise for the at least one chan-
nel, and optimizes a configuration of beamformers for the first
antenna and the at least one second antenna that maximizes a
throughput of all antennas, in accordance with the estimated
channel state information, the obtained antenna correlation
information, and the noise terms.
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In a variation on this embodiment, the first antenna is a
transmitting antenna, and/or the at least one second antenna is
a receiving antenna.

In a variation on this embodiment, the optimizing includes
determining the configuration of the beamformers that maxi-
mizes a weighted sum rate of all transmitting-receiving
antenna pairs.

In a further variation, the optimizing includes determining
the configuration of the beamformers that maximizes a
weighted sum of lower bounds of mutual information
between transmitted and received signals.

In a further variation, the optimizing includes determining
the configuration of the beamformers that minimizes a
weighted sum of mean-square-errors (MSEs) of estimated
data streams received at the at least one second antenna. An
MSE of a respective estimated data stream is associated with
a corresponding transmit beamformer, a corresponding
receive beamformer, the estimated CSI, and the random
noise.

In a further variation, the optimizing involves a coordinate
descent method, in which a beamformer associated with the
first antenna and a beamformer associated with the at least
one second antenna are updated separately and iteratively.

In a further variation, the system updates a set of interme-
diate variables, which are functions of the configuration of the
beamformers and the estimated CSI.

In a further variation, the optimizing repeats until conver-
gence of the configuration of the beamformers.

In a variation on this embodiment, optimizing the configu-
ration of the beamformers can be performed asynchronously
among transmitting-receiving antenna pairs.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE FIGURES

FIG. 1A presents a diagram illustrating an exemplary block
diagram of a multi-user MIMO (MU-MIMO) system.

FIG. 1B presents a diagram illustrating an exemplary block
diagram of a multi-user MIMO (MU-MIMO) system
equipped with beamformers.

FIG. 1C presents a diagram illustrating a simplified view of
an exemplary wireless communication system.

FIG. 2 presents a time-space diagram illustrating the pro-
cess of obtaining optimal transmit and receive beamformers
in an MU-MIMO system, in accordance with an embodiment
of the present invention.

FIG. 3 illustrates an exemplary system for achieving robust
weighted-sum MSE minimization (WMMSE), in accordance
with an embodiment of the present invention.

FIG. 4 presents a diagram illustrating the architecture of an
exemplary node in an MU-MIMO system, in accordance with
an embodiment of the present invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The following description is presented to enable any per-
son skilled in the art to make and use the embodiments, and is
provided in the context of a particular application and its
requirements. Various modifications to the disclosed embodi-
ments will be readily apparent to those skilled in the art, and
the general principles defined herein may be applied to other
embodiments and applications without departing from the
spirit and scope of the present disclosure. Thus, the present
invention is not limited to the embodiments shown, but is to
be accorded the widest scope consistent with the principles
and features disclosed herein.
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Overview

Embodiments of the present invention provide a method
for designing robust beamformers for MIMO-IFC. During
operation, each node (e.g., a base station in a cellular net-
work) estimates the CSI, which includes covariance matrices
of the MIMO channels and antenna correlation information.
To maximize the overall system throughput, the system maxi-
mizes a weighted sum of the lower bounds of the mutual
information. This is equivalent to the problem of minimizing
the weighted sum of the mean square errors (MSEs) of the
estimated signals. In one embodiment, the system solves the
optimization problem by using a coordinate descent method.
More specifically, the system performs the optimization by
iteratively updating the transmit and receive beamformers for
all users until it reaches a convergence threshold. During each
update, the transmitters and receivers exchange intermediate
parameters associated with the updated beamformers.

In this disclosure, the term “node” refers to an entity in the
network capable of sending, receiving, or forwarding infor-
mation over a communication channel. In a wireless commu-
nication network, a node can referto a base station (such as an
LTE eNode-B), which serves as the hub of a local network, or
a piece of user equipment (UE).

In this disclosure, the term “channel” refers to a wireless
link between a transmitting entity and a receiving entity.
Depending on the circumstance, a channel can refer to a
wireless link between a transmitting antenna and a receiving
antenna, or a channel can refer to a wireless link between a
transmitting node and a receiving node, where each node may
include multiple antennas. Channel state information (CSI)
for a channel can be expressed by a corresponding channel
matrix.

Models and Formulations

MIMO technology has attracted much attention in wireless
communications, because it offers significant increases in
data throughput and link range without additional bandwidth
orincreased transmit power. It achieves this goal by spreading
the same total transmit power over multiple antennas. MIMO,
particularly multi-user MIMO (MU-MIMO), technology has
been an integral part of the Long Term Evolution (LTE)
standards as specified in the 3GPP (3rd Generation Partner-
ship Project) releases, which are available at the 3GPP web-
site (www.3GPP.org).

FIG. 1A presents a diagram illustrating an exemplary block
diagram of a multi-user MIMO (MU-MIMO) system. MU-
MIMO system 100 includes a number of transmitters, such as
transmitters 102 and 104, and a number of receivers, such as
receivers 106 and 108. Each transmitter or receiver includes a
number of antennas. For example, transmitter 102 includes
antennas 110 and 112, and receiver 106 includes antennas 114
and 116. Note that signals sent from each transmitting
antenna are received by every receiving antenna. Conse-
quently, while transmitting signals to its intended receiver, a
transmitter generates interference noise at other receivers.

Beamforming is a technology used to create a radiation
pattern of an antenna array. It takes advantage of interference
to change the directionality of the antenna array. When trans-
mitting, a beamformer controls the phase and the relative
amplitude of the signal at each transmitter, in order to create
a pattern of constructive and destructive interference at the
wavefront. When receiving, signals from different receivers
are combined in a way such that the expected pattern of
radiation is preferentially observed. An adaptive beamformer
is able to automatically adapt its response to different situa-
tions, such as situations with changing channel fading, thus
being a preferred candidate for next-generation wireless com-
munications. Note that 3GPP (3rd Generation Partnership
Project) Release 8 specifies beamforming as part of the LTE
(long term evolution) standard.
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FIG. 1B presents a diagram illustrating an exemplary block
diagram of a multi-user MIMO (MU-MIMO) system
equipped with beamformers. In FIG. 1B, MU-MIMO system
120 includes a number of transmitting beamformers, such as
TX beamformers 122 and 124, and a number of receiving
beamformers, such as RX beamformers 126 and 128. Each
TX beamformer receives CSI and controls the phase and the
relative amplitude of the transmitted signals at each antenna
based on the CSI. Each RX beamformer controls how signals
received at each antenna are combined. Note that to maximize
the system throughput, the beamformers need to be aware of
the exact CSI. However, at the transmitter side, perfect CSI
knowledge is unavailable, and one has to be able to optimize
the beamformers based on an estimation of the CSI.

FIG. 1C presents a diagram illustrating a simplified view of
an exemplary wireless communication system. In FIG. 1C, a
number of base stations (such as LTE eNode-Bs 144 and 146)
are coupled to the public switched telephone network (PSTN)
136, the Internet 138, and other networks (such as network
140) via a core network 142. Each eNode-B communicates
with a number of UEs via an air interface. For example,
eNode-B 144 communicates with UEs 148 and 150 within
cell 132, and eNode-B 116 communicates with a UE 152
within cell 134. According to LTE standards, the communi-
cation between the eNode-Bs and the UEs is accomplished
using various MIMO transmission techniques.

Although the present disclosure is presented using
examples based on the LTE standards, embodiments of the
present invention are not limited to LTE networks. The prin-
ciples demonstrated by embodiments of the present invention
are also applicable to other types of network that implements
MIMO transmission technologies, including, but are not lim-
ited to: WiFi, WIMAX (Worldwide Interoperability for
Microwave Access), and HSPA+(High-Speed Packet Access
Plus).

For an MU-MIMO system with K users, using a channel
model with antenna correlation, the channel matrix H,,
which represents the channel from transmitter j to receiver Ié,
can be expressed as:

1 1

2. R O]
Hy = ijijRkj,

where

1 1
2 2
L and R

stand for the receive (antenna) correlation matrix and the
transmit (antenna) correlation matrix, respectively; and both
are assumed to be positive definite. The entries in matrix H,
are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d) with
Cav (0, 1). During channel estimation, a user k simulta-
neously estimates a set of channel matrices, Hy, i=1,2, . . .,
K, using training power P/, resulting in:

Hy=H+E,kj=12,.. K, @

where H, is the true channel matrix, PAI,g. is the estimated
channel matrix, and

1 1

Eyj = L2yEGRG
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is the channel estimation error. Note that

1

3 —14-1
L2 =U+op LY

with

— k
of = Tr(Rkjl)E,
4

and the entrles of By, are i.i.d with distribution C 2v (0, o, 2.
Note that o, is the noise variance at user k.

Based on the channel estimation model described in Eq.
(2), for a MIMO IFC, the received signal vector atuser k, y,,
can be expressed as:

K (3)
Vi = Hygxy + Z Hyx; + Z Egxj +
Jk J=1

where x, is the transmitted signal of user k, and n, is the
additive white Gaussain noise (AWGN) at user k with distri-
bution C ¢ (0, 5, ”]). It is assumed that signals from different
users are independent from each other and from receiver
noises. When the transmit beamformer is applied, the trans-
mitted signal of user k, x, can be written as: x,=Vs,, where
V, is the transmit beamformer of user k, and s, is the data to
be transmitted. It is assumed that E[s,s,”]=I. Similarly, when
the receive beamformer is applied, the estimated data at
receiver k is given by §,=U,"y,.

It is desirable to design beamformers {V,,U,},_,* that can
maximize the system performance, such as the weighted sum
rate of all users, while the power budget of each transmitter is
respected However, it is difficult to compute a closed form
expression of the maximal mutual information of the trans-
mitted and received signals, 1(x;; yle) where H denotes the
set of all estimated channel matrices {H +4 1t has been
shown that the mutual information between the transmitted
and received signals is lower bounded by:

1 N . = 4
RY = Elogdet(l + 1 VoV (02T + INT + Np) ) @

where V. and ﬁkkH are the Hermitian transposes of V, and
H,,, respectively; INT is the interference with

A A H
INT =" HyVivI

JFk

and

K
=) OGTHRGY VI Loy
=

contains the antenna correlation information and is associated
with channel noise. N, and o, together form a noise term in
addition to the interference term INT in Eq. (4) Note that this
lower bound does not depend on the actual value of the
channel (or the true channel matrix), making a robust solution
possible. Hence, the robust weighted-sum-rate-maximization
(WSRM) formulation can be obtained by maximizing the
weighted sum of this lower bound. Specifically, the WSRM
optimization problem can be formulated as:
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K (5)
A ~H -1

Ve wklogdet(l + H VeV Ho (031 + INT + Ny) )

k=1

max
Vi, ...

st Tr(V V<P, Vk

In formula (5), o, is the weight of user k, and P, is power
budget of transmitter k. This problem is NP-hard because it is
as hard as the non-robust problem where the channel estima-
tion errors are zeros (or equivalently 0,,=0, Vk, j). By treating
the effect of channel estimation error as an extra interference
term, one can define a virtual MIMO IFC where the estimated
data stream of user k is given by:

K (6)
S0 = UE| Hiy Vs, +Z HyV)s; +2Ekjvjsj g,
ik J=1

where U, is the receive beamformer of user k. Hence, the
mean square error (MSE) matrix of the estimated data can be
defined as:

Bt Eyin(Ge =506 —s0)") @

A H
—I—Uk Hkak _Vk HkkUk +2Uk HkJVJV ijUk +
=

K
D TRV VI LU + Ul U
=1

It can be shown that the WSRM optimization problem is
equivalent to a weighted-sum mean squared error (WMMSE)
minimization problem. More specifically, formula (5) can be
proved to be equivalent to:

®

min

K
Wi, U, VDS an (TR(W, By ) = logdet(Wy)),
k=1

st. TrV vy <P, We=20Vk

in the sense that the global optimal solution {V,*} for the two
problems are identical. Moreover, if {V,*, U* W, *} is a
stationary point of (8), then {V,*} is a stationary point of (5).
Optimization

Various methods can be used to solve the optimization
problem described by formula (8). In one embodiment, the
optimization problem of formula (8) is solved using a coor-
dinate descend method. In a further embodiment, {W,},_ %
and {V,},_,* are first fixed, and the objective function of
formula (8) becomes a convex quadratic function for
{U,},_.%. By checking the first order optimality condition,
the optimal receive beamformer can be obtained as:

k -1 )
Z HuVi, Yk

=1

ViVERG + o214 Ny

Similarly, fixing {V,},_, % and {U,},_,*, the optimal value
of {W,},_,%, also known as the weight matrices, can be
obtained as:

W, k=E,  =(1-U A, V) VE (10)
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Fixing {W,},_,* and {U,},_,® in (8), one gets a quadratic
objective function with a quadratic constraint. In one embodi-
ment, the system uses the Lagrange multiplier method to
obtain the optimal {V,},_,* as:

P -1
A H A A
V= E o Hy UWi U B+ e d + My | e Hi U W,
=

an

vk,

where

1=

My = ) oy Tria;UW,UN L )Ry,

S

and i, can be obtained by one dimensional line search meth-
ods such as bisection.

By iteratively updating the receive beamformer {U,},_,%,
the weight matrices {W, },_,%, and the transmit beamformer
{V,},_® until convergence, one can obtain the optimized
beamformers at both the transmitter side and the receiver side.
Ithas been shown by simulation that this algorithm converges
in a few iterations because only three blocks of variables are
involved. Note that the number of blocks is independent of the
number of users. Consequently, the algorithm converges
faster and requires less overhead compared to other optimi-
zation approaches.

To implement the WMMSE algorithm, each node needs to
have CSI knowledge of the coupled channels or the system
assumes time division duplex (TDD) channel reciprocity. In
addition, each node needs to know the covariance matrices of
the coupled channels. Alternatively, each node knows its own
covariance matrices, and the transmitters and receivers send
their correlation matrices along with the most recent updates
of' Egs. (9)-(11) to all neighbors. Note that the neighbors of a
transmitter are the set of receivers, to which the transmitter
causes interference; and the neighbors of a receiver are the set
of transmitters that cause interference to the receiver. In the
event that a node only has partial CSI knowledge, the node
can guess the missing information using historical data or
certain predefined terms. For example, in case that a correla-
tion matrix of a node is unknown, an identity matrix can be
used as an estimation of the correlation matrix.

FIG. 2 presents a time-space diagram illustrating the pro-
cess of obtaining optimal transmit and receive beamformers
in an MU-MIMO system, in accordance with an embodiment
of'the present invention. During operation, all transmitters in
the MU-MIMO system, including the i,, transmitter 202,
estimate the transmit correlation matrices for all neighbors
(operation 206). For example, i, transmitter 202 estimates
the transmit antenna correlation matrix R, for its k,, neigh-
bor. In the meantime, all receivers, including j,;, receiver 204,
estimate the channel values (channel matrices H) (operation
208), and the receive correlation matrices for all neighbors
(operation 210). For example, j,;, receiver 204 estimates the
receive antenna correlation matrix L for its k,, neighbor.
Subsequently, the transmitters calculate the intermediate
matrices M (operation 212), and initialize or update the cor-
responding transmit beamformers V (operation 214). For
example, transmitter i calculates M,, and updates V,. In one
embodiment, the transmitters initialize the transmit beam-
formers by ensuring that they meet the power budget require-
ment. For example, transmitter i initializes V, such that
Tr(V,V7)=P,. The transmitters then send two scalars
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Tr(R™Y)
pr

and Tr(RVV?), and the updated V to all of its neighbors
(operation 216). For example, transmitter i sends scalars

Tr(Ry")

Pfr

and Tr(R,,V,V/) to all neighbors. The receivers use the
received scalars to compute o and L, thus obtaining N (op-
eration 218), and update corresponding receive beamformers
U (operation 220). For example, receiver j uses scalars
received from transmitter k to compute oy, and L, ;;, thus
obtaining N, and updates U, accordingly. In one embodiment,
updating the receive beamformer involves calculating an
optimal receive beamformer according to Eq. (9).

Subsequently, the receivers use the updated transmit and
receive beamformers to update the intermediate weight matri-
ces, W (operation 222). For example, receiver j uses updated
V, and U, to update W,. In one embodiment, updating the
weight matrices involves calculating an optimal weight
matrix according to Eq. (10). The receivers then send a scalar,
oTr(UWUXL,), and the updated U and W to all transmitters
(operation 224). For example, receiver j sends o, Tr(U,
WjUjHLe, 1) to all transmitters. Upon receiving the feedback
from all the receivers, the transmitters update the correspond-
ing transmit beamformers using the feedback (operation
226). For example, transmitter i updates V,. In one embodi-
ment, updating the transmit beamformer involves calculating
an optimal transmit beamformer according to Eq. (11).

After each round of update of the transmit beamformers,
the transmitters determine whether a convergence is achieved
(operation 228). For example, the transmitters can determine
if the difference between the newly updated beamformers and
the previous beamformers is less than a predetermine thresh-
old. If so, the transmitters send a notification to the receivers
(operation 230) and apply the converged transmit beamform-
ers (operation 232). The receivers apply the most recently
updated receive beamformers (operation 234). If not, the
transmitters return to operation 216, where the updated trans-
mit beamformers are sent to the receivers. Operations 218-
228 repeat until the convergence is achieved.

FIG. 3 illustrates an exemplary system for achieving robust
weighted-sum MSE minimization (WMMSE) in an
MU-MIMO, in accordance with an embodiment of the
present invention. A robust WMMSE 300 system includes a
channel-estimation mechanism 302, an antenna-correlation-
estimation mechanism 304, a power-budget-checking
mechanism 306, a parameter calculator 308, a transmit-
beamformers-update mechanism 310, a weight-matrices-up-
date mechanism 312, a receive-beamformers-update mecha-
nism 314, and a convergence-determination mechanism 316.

Channel-estimation mechanism 302 is responsible for esti-
mating the CSI, and antenna-correlation-estimation mecha-
nism 304 is responsible for estimating the transmit and the
receive antenna correlation information. In one embodiment,
estimation of the CSI involves estimating the channel matri-
ces between transmitter and receiver pairs. In a further
embodiment, estimating the CSI involves receiving feedback
to CSI reference signals from the UEs. The UFEs report refer-
ence signal received power (RSRP) and reference signal
received quality (RSRQ) for the CSI-reference signals to the
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base stations. The downlink CSI may include a channel qual-
ity indication (CQI), a precoding matrix index (PMI), and a
rank indicator (RI). During operation, the estimated channel
and antenna correlation matrices are sent to parameter calcu-
lator 308, which calculates the intermediate and auxiliary
parameters that are used in the optimization of the beamform-
ers. Power-budget-checking mechanism 306 makes sure that
the power budget requirement for each node is met.

To maximize the weighted sum rate, robust WMMSE sys-
tem 300 minimizes the weighted sum of the MSE. In one
embodiment, the optimization process uses a coordinate
descent method, which is performed by transmit-beamform-
ers-update mechanism 310, receive-beamformers-update
mechanism 314, along with the help of weight-matrices-
update mechanism 312. More specifically, using Egs. (9)-
(11), transmit-beamformers-update mechanism 310, receive-
beamformers-update mechanism 314, and weight-matrices-
update mechanism 312 update the three set of variables (the
transmit beamformers, the receive beamformers, and the
weight matrices) one set at a time by fixing the values of the
other two sets. In one embodiment, transmit-beamformers-
update mechanism 310 first initializes the transmit beam-
formers using the power budget of each node, and receive-
beamformers-update mechanism 314 calculates the optimal
receive beamformers using the initial transmit beamformers,
according to Eq. (9). Weight-matrices update mechanism 312
calculates the optimal weight-matrices using the available
transmit and receive beamformers, according to EQ. (10).
Subsequently, the optimal receive beamformers and weight
matrices are used by transmit-beamformers-update mecha-
nism 310 to update the optimal values of the transmit beam-
formers, according to EQ. (11). This process repeats itself
until convergence-determination mechanism 316 determines
that convergence has been reached.

FIG. 4 presents a diagram illustrating the architecture of an
exemplary node in an MU-MIMO system, in accordance with
an embodiment of the present invention. A network node 400
includes a network interface 402, a processor 404, a robust
WMMSE module 406, a transceiver 408, and an antenna 410.
During operation, network node 400 interacts with the core
network via network interface 402. Processor 404 executes
applications for robust WMMSE module 406. Transceiver
408 receives uplink signals from and transmits downlink
signals to other nodes via antenna 410. While transmitting
downlink signals, transceiver 408 applies the beamformers
outputted from robust WMMSE module 406.

Embodiments of the present invention provide a robust
way of designing beamformers in a MIMO IFC. More spe-
cifically, the system uses channel correlation knowledge to
maximize a lower bound of the weighted sum rate of all users,
which can be obtained using estimated channel values. In one
embodiment, the stationary point of the lower bound of the
WSRM problem can be solved by finding the stationary point
of'the WMMSE problem. In a further embodiment, a coordi-
nate descent method is used where the transmit and receive
beamformers are iteratively updated with the help of an aux-
iliary variable, known as the weight matrices. Note that,
because only three blocks of variables (the transmit beam-
formers, the receive beamformers, and the weight matrices)
are involved in the optimization, convergence can be reached
within a few iterations. Actually the number of variable
blocks is independent of the number of users, making this
solution converging faster and requiring less overhead. In
addition, because updates of the variables only depend on
local channel knowledge, for example, update of the transmit
beamformer of a user does not depend on the transmit beam-
former of other users (as shown by Eq. (11)), it is possible to
perform the optimization in an asynchronous manner. In one
embodiment, different nodes asynchronously update their
transmit or receive beamformers. Moreover, other than

30

45

50

10

checking whether the transmit beamformers converge, the
system can also determine whether the receive beamformers
converge and stop the iterations once the receive beamform-
ers converge.

On the other hand, other approaches either provide poor
system performance or require synchronization among
nodes. For example, the greedy approach, where every user
updates its transmitter in a selfish manner, often cannot con-
verge and performs poorly for high interference cases; and the
interference pricing method, where every transmitter consid-
ers the effect of its transmit beamformer to itself as well as an
approximate effect to others, requires synchronous operation
of'all users and large overhead, and is computationally expen-
sive.

Note that the process shown in FIG. 2 and the block dia-
grams shown in FIGS. 3 and 4 are merely exemplary and
should not limit the scope of this disclosure. For example, in
FIG. 2, the system first optimize the receive beamformers
using initialized transmit beamformers. In practice, it is also
possible to first optimize the transmit beamformers. In addi-
tion, calculations of the intermediate parameters, such as the
scalars

Tr(R™Y)
Pr

Tr(RVVH), and o Tr(UWU?L) can be performed at either the
transmitter or receiver side, given the antenna correlation
information are known to both sides. In addition, the robust
WMMSE system may have more or fewer components than
the one shown in FIG. 3. For example, the parameter calcu-
lator may be part of the transmit-beamformers-update mecha-
nism or part of the receive-beamformers-update mechanism.

Moreover, the method for designing transmit and receive
beamformers used in embodiments of the present invention is
not limited to applications in MIMO systems. The same prin-
ciple can be applied to a multiple-input single-output (MISO)
system as well as a single-input single-output system.

The data structures and code described in this detailed
description are typically stored on a computer-readable stor-
age medium, which may be any device or medium that can
store code and/or data for use by a computer system. The
computer-readable storage medium includes, but is not lim-
ited to, volatile memory, non-volatile memory, magnetic and
optical storage devices such as disk drives, magnetic tape,
CDs (compact discs), DVDs (digital versatile discs or digital
video discs), or other media capable of storing computer-
readable media now known or later developed.

The methods and processes described in the detailed
description section can be embodied as code and/or data,
which can be stored in a computer-readable storage medium
as described above. When a computer system reads and
executes the code and/or data stored on the computer-read-
able storage medium, the computer system performs the
methods and processes embodied as data structures and code
and stored within the computer-readable storage medium.

Furthermore, methods and processes described herein can
be included in hardware modules or apparatus. These mod-
ules or apparatus may include, but are not limited to, an
application-specific integrated circuit (ASIC) chip, a field-
programmable gate array (FPGA), a dedicated or shared pro-
cessor that executes a particular software module or a piece of
code at a particular time, and/or other programmable-logic
devices now known or later developed. When the hardware
modules or apparatus are activated, they perform the methods
and processes included within them.

The foregoing descriptions of various embodiments have
been presented only for purposes of illustration and descrip-
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tion. They are not intended to be exhaustive or to limit the
present invention to the forms disclosed. Accordingly, many
modifications and variations will be apparent to practitioners
skilled in the art. Additionally, the above disclosure is not
intended to limit the present invention.

What is claimed is:

1. A method, comprising:

receiving, at a first antenna, estimated channel state infor-

mation (CSI) for at least one channel between the first
antenna and at least one second antenna;

obtaining antenna correlation information associated with

the first antenna and the at least one second antenna,
respectively;

calculating a set of noise terms associated with random

noise for the at least one channel; and

optimizing a configuration of beamformers for the first

antenna and the at least one second antenna that maxi-
mizes a throughput of all antennas, in accordance with
the estimated CSI, the obtained antenna correlation
information, and the noise terms.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the first antenna is a
transmitting antenna, and the at least one second antenna is a
receiving antenna.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein the optimizing includes
determining the configuration of the beamformers that maxi-
mizes a weighted sum rate of all transmitting-receiving
antenna pairs.

4. The method of claim 3, wherein the optimizing includes
determining the configuration of the beamformers that maxi-
mizes a weighted sum of lower bounds of mutual information
between transmitted and received signals.

5. The method of claim 3, wherein the optimizing includes
determining the configuration of the beamformers that mini-
mizes a weighted sum of mean-square-errors (MSEs) of esti-
mated data streams received at the at least one second
antenna, and wherein an MSE of a respective estimated data
stream is associated with a corresponding transmit beam-
former, a corresponding receive beamformer, the estimated
CS]I, and the random noise.

6. The method of claim 5, wherein the optimizing involves
a coordinate descent method, in which a beamformer associ-
ated with the first antenna and a beamformer associated with
the at least one second antenna are updated separately and
iteratively.

7. The method of claim 6, further comprising updating a set
of intermediate variables, which are functions of the configu-
ration of the beamformers and the estimated CSI.

8. The method of claim 6, further comprising repeating the
optimizing until convergence of the configuration of the
beamformers.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein optimizing the configu-
ration of the beamformers can be performed asynchronously
among transmitting-receiving antenna pairs.

10. A system comprising:

a first antenna;

a processor; and

a non-transitory storage medium storing instructions for

execution by the processor,

wherein the processor is configured to:

receive estimated channel state information (CSI)
received at the first antenna for at least one channel
between the first antenna and at least one second
antenna;

obtain antenna correlation information associated with
the first antenna and the at least one second antenna,
respectively;
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calculate a set of noise terms associated with random
noise for the at least one channel; and

optimize a configuration of beamformers for the first
antenna and the at least one second antenna that maxi-
mizes a throughput of all antennas, in accordance with
the estimated CSI, the obtained antenna correlation
information, and the noise terms.

11. The system of claim 10, wherein the first antenna is a
transmitting antenna, wherein and the at least one second
antenna is a receiving antenna.

12. The system of claim 10, wherein the optimizing
includes determining the configuration of the beamformers
that maximizes a weighted sum rate of all transmitting-re-
ceiving antenna pairs.

13. The system of claim 12, wherein the optimizing
includes determining the configuration of the beamformers
that maximizes a weighted sum of lower bounds of mutual
information between transmitted and received signals.

14. The system of claim 12, wherein the optimizing
includes determining the configuration of the beamformers
that minimizes a weighted sum of mean-square-errors
(MSEs) of estimated data streams received at the at least one
second antenna, and wherein an MSE of a respective esti-
mated data stream is associated with a corresponding transmit
beamformer, a corresponding receive beamformer, the esti-
mated CSI, and the random noise.

15. The system of claim 14, wherein the optimizing
involves a coordinate descent method, in which a beamformer
associated with the first antenna and a beamformer associated
with the at least one second antenna are updated separately
and iteratively.

16. The system of claim 15, wherein the processor is fur-
ther configured to update a set of intermediate variables,
which are functions of the configuration of the beamformers
and the estimated CSI.

17. The system of claim 15, wherein the the processor is
further configured to repeat the optimizing until convergence
of the configuration of the beamformers.

18. The system of claim 10, wherein optimizing the con-
figuration of the beamformers can be performed asynchro-
nously among transmitting-receiving antenna pairs.

19. A network node, comprising:

a CSl-receiving mechanism configured to receive esti-
mated channel state information (CSI) for at least one
channel between a first antenna and at least one second
antenna;

an obtaining mechanism configured to obtain antenna cor-
relation information associated with the first antenna
and the at least one second antenna, respectively;

a noise-term-calculator configured to calculate a set of
noise terms associated with random noise for the at least
one channel; and

an optimization mechanism configured to optimize a con-
figuration of beamformers for the first antenna and the at
least one second antenna that maximizes a throughput of
all antennas, in accordance with the estimated CSI, the
obtained antenna correlation information, and the noise
terms.

20. The node of claim 19, wherein the first antenna is a
transmitting antenna, and the at least one second antenna is a
receiving antenna.

21. The node of claim 19, wherein the throughput is mea-
sured by a weighted sum rate of all transmitter-receiver pairs
in the system.
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22. The node of claim 21, wherein the optimization mecha-
nism is configured to maximize a weighted sum of lower
bounds of mutual information between transmitted and
received signals.

23. The node of claim 21, wherein the optimization mecha-
nism is configured to minimize a weighted sum of mean-
square-errors (MSEs) of estimated data streams received at
the at least one second antenna, and wherein an MSE of a
respective estimated data stream is associated with a corre-
sponding transmit beamformer, a corresponding receive
beamformer, the estimated CSI, and the random noise.

24. The node of claim 23, wherein the optimization mecha-
nism is configured to use a coordinate descent method, which
comprises:

receiving updates of receive beamformers from other

nodes in the system; and updating the beamformer cor-
responding to the node using the received updates of the
receive beamformers.

25. The node of claim 23, wherein while optimizing the
configuration of beamformers, the optimization mechanism
is configured to receive updates of a set of intermediate vari-
ables, which are functions of the configuration of the beam-
formers and the estimated CSI.

26. The node of claim 24, wherein the optimization mecha-
nism is configured to repeat the optimizing until convergence
of the configuration of the beamformers.

27. The node of claim 19, wherein the optimization mecha-
nism is configured to optimize the configuration of the beam-
formers associated with the node asynchronously with
respect to other nodes.
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